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S F F I L E N U M B E R

Mr.. Larry Reed • • . . .D i r e c t o r / H a z a r d o u s S i t e Evaluat ion Divi s ionO f f i c e o f Emergency Remedial ResponseU . S . Environmental Pro t e c t i on Agency401 M Stre e t S . W .W a s h i n g t o n , D.c. 20460
H E : E P A ' s S p e c i a l N o t i c e Le t t e r f o r R I / F S o nRichardson P l a t T a i l i n g s S i t e , summit .county, U t a h

Dear Mr. Reed y

on October 5, 1988, S t e p h e n L i n g l e , a long with merobers ofhi s s t a f f , met at my o f f i c e wi th m y s e l f , my A d m i n i s t r a t i v eAss i s tan t K e n l e y W. Brunsdale and Edwin L. Osika, J r . , Vic e-President of Uni t ed Park city Mines Company-to hear myprel iminary questions regarding E P A ' s p r o p o s e d l i s t i n g o f t h eRichardson F l a t t a i l ing s site on the N a t i o n a l Priori t i e s Li s t .At that t ime, Mr, L i n g l e made the commitment to me and the otherspresent that EPA would not spend- f u n d s , nor require Uni t ed ParkC i t y Mines Company to spend f u n d s , for Remedial Inve s t i ga t i on s orF e a s i b i l i t y S t u d i e s until EPA had addres s ed and resolved seriousprocedural and substantive irregularities in propo s ing to l i s tthis s i te.
The EPA appears to be s e t t ing aside its commitment to me- andhas in i t i a t ed i t s S p e c i a l N o t i c e l e t t e r to begin RemedialI n v e s t i g a t i o n / F e a s i b i l i t y s tudies at the site.
I am concerned with the critical p o l i c y issue that theRichardson F l a t site has not been treated equa l ly and consideredon the same basis as the s i m i l a r and a d j a c e n t Pro spe c t or Squaret a i l i n g s site. I am also concerned that EPA has not addressed andcured the sub s tant ia l d e f i c i e n c i e s in its scoring of theRichardson F l a t s i t e , which were noted in s p e c i f i c de ta i l in thel eng thy comments submitted to EPA by Uni t ed Park Ci ty MinesCompany«
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I understand that most of the t a i l i n g s at Richardson F l a tare now covered with top soil and are s e eded , or w i l l be seededthis s p r i n g , at the so l e expense o f Uni t ed Park C i t y Mines . .; .- , '-^Company. T h e r e is no p u b l i c urgency for immediate action at this— jsite. T h e t iming o f E P A . ' s S p e c i a l N o t i c e l e t t e r i s en t ire ly . . . 7di s cre t ionary.
I would be most apprec ia t ive if the EPA would withdraw itsS p e c i a l N o t i c e l e t t er and proceed to addre s s the questions ofequity and proces s that I have raised.
T h a n k you for your immediate a t t en t i on to^his matter.

t r u l y yoiyrs,

W a y n e Owens
cc: S t e p h e n L i n g l e , EPAGene T a y l o r , EPA-Region V I I I


